BRIEF COMMUNICATION

ON THE SYSTEMATIU POSITION AND TYPE LOCALITY OF THE FROG
PACHYBATRACHUS PETERSII KEFERSTEIN, REPORTED FROM AUSTRALIA

The frog penus Pachvharrachus kelerstein (1868) was
etected tof a single specimen of |he new species #
petersii.! The type lacality was reporled 1o be “Neu-Siid-
Wales", and 1he wollectar Kelerstein's brothersin-law
Dr R. Schuetie.” Keferstein referred the genus te the
Engystomatidac (now a synonym of {he Microhylidae),
a family that in Australia ic confinéd (o northern
Queensland and the northicrn exttermnity of the Northern
Ierritory.

In a review of the Microhylidae: Patker® did not
cxamine the holotvpe, but neverthicless referred 2 petersii
to the synenymy ol Uperodaon systoma (Schueider) of
India and Sri Laoky, clearly disbelieving 1he aecurucy of
the Lype locality, and supportipg |he opinion of other
comributors = This view was followed by Mone.® More
recenily Cogger er al.” included P pefersii as u species
inquirendy (1 theic annolaled list of the Ausrralian
herpetofauna,  listed 3¢ uider  “Microhylidae?”, and
elaborared by stuhng that the family allocation of the
speviey is uncerdain.

Bolme & Bischoll® g0 not question (he Tamily
dispasition but, contirming that the collecror visired New
South Wales in 1867, and also that Pasrker did not examine
the bolotype, altach more credence 1o the reported type
locality than 1o Parker’s opinior. They therefore regard
B perersii a member of the Australian tauna. 2Zweifel” lias
eriticised thal aclion. None of these contributors appear
to have exanlined the holotype.
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by, 1 Holowype of Pachvsatrachus perersit Keferslein
(Z.EM.K. 28288), Bhoto: £ Kempoler. Sgale inem,

"Kefersteln, W [I868) Arch. Naturgesch., Berlin 33,274
Bolny, W & Bochofr, W. (19%4) Bouner Zool,

Maonow (194, 151 313,

"Packen, 11 W, (19340 Lrags ot the bamily Microlvtidac,

(Brhiish Museum Irustees, London).

Through the covftesy of Dr W, Bohme of the
Zootopisches Forschungsinstitul und Museun) Alexander
Koenig, Bonu, | have been permitted 10 examine the
specimen involved (ZFMK 28388), with the objective of
clarifving the sysiematie position ol P peiersii, and
determining whether it should be regarded a resprésen-
tative of the Australian fauna,

The holotype (Fig. 1) is & gravid female with 2 snout
10 venl length of 57 i, Inits gross habitus 7t resembles
fossorial species referted 10 |he leplodactylid genera
Notudlen, Neobutrachus and particularty Heleiaporus,
The specimen is in a pood stale of preservation hut
porlions have been dissected extensively. Almast the entire
pectaral mpsculatuse is missing, bul the bones of the girdle
appedr complete, 1t is firmisternal with massive coratoids
and a vast xiphisiernum; there is no trace of pracoracoids,
clavicles or omoalernum, and its appearanve is therelore
in accord with the figure accompanying the original
description. The reduced and Rrmisternal matore of the
pectoral girdle demonsirate that this species cannot be
associated with Australian leprodactylids wlhich are
arciferal

I he massive reduction in the number ol clements of
the pectoral girdle, combined with the presence of a broad,
fimbriated, pre-pharyngeal ridge, preceded by a sharter
curved onc (also illusirated by Referstein) are consisiend
with the nssociation of Pachvbarrachus with Uperndon.
In by size and external morphology P perersit conforms
in every respect (o the redescription of U sysroma, and
I huve no hesitation i supporhing Parker's? view of
considering these specics synonymous.

The urgument ot Bohme & Bischotf2 thal the holotype
vame from New South Wales hingey entircly upon the
substantiation that Schuette collected theny This Tssue is
not in dispite, but confusion of u rype locality pecurs
clsewhere in Kelerstein's paper: he described Hylg
schuetieii from Sydney, whereas Coplang® demonstrated
it 1o be synonymous withe Litoria adelaidensis (Gray)
which is confined 10 the southwesds of Westerp
Austraha."

Knowledge of the Austtalian herpetofauna, and its
coniinental relavsonships, is sufficiently webl developed (o
teduie thee possibility o a large microhylid frog occuiring
in both the Indian and Austrdlian comtinents. How a
specimen teom Indiy v Sri Lanka came 1o be included
in the repart 01 a collection from Australia remaing
unkpown. Nevertheless, 1ean Jind no justification o1
believing that the holotype of B petersit came from
AltRalia ar Thatl there remains sufficient doubt tu even
meT us lisling as a species tquirendl.
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